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I'BI- Files on me, first batch, with Kelley’ g letted of S/lO/?*/ ’ B¥ 8/12/77 

¥hat follows is from a. first reading. The first page indicates the existence of other 

records not with it or the three that follow, all of which are on the same silliness. 

With a half year there was enough time for these ree-cords to reach FBI HQ. Indications are 
that whether or not this is complete insofar as FBI HQ files, and I think not, it does not 
''include FO files. ■ r 

\ ' 

31 40-7536 Thsws of the first four pages have this number. ‘ 

First is a^mimoegraphed form captioned SECURITY OF GQVEBMpT EMPLOYEES. It has blanks to 
be filled in. The first sentence refers to what was not provided, "Refer (masked) and urlet 
11/18/53" followed by a blank from which more has been masked. This follows "re" The next 
sentence reads inis letter reflects that a desk telephone directory containing approxi- 
mately 450 names was obtained by the Washington Metropolitan police Department in a 1948 
raid at the residence of" followed by an earlier masking by white paper or cutting out." 

This was addressed in the mi m eographing to ¥F0 

The form says there is this listing of me:"Harold Weissberg, OSS, Ex6lOG, Latin Am." 

WFO is to ascertain whether or not I am employed by the government"in a position 
coming within the purview of SO 10450." If so WO is to review my personnel file and 
begxn an xnves i/igationo — - QoS files indicate X am no longer employed they are to check "per- 
sonnel file in St. ouis" through St. Louis FO, to which 2 copies were sent. This is so 
1‘OfO can then check Oivil Service indices "to d.etermine possible present Government Employ- 
ment." 

„Qomnent: the FBI did not mean this seriously. It was a cover for the compilation of 
political records. A telephone call to the number porvided as of seven years earlier would 
have disclosed X was not a government employee. There therefore was no basis for any 
further investigation. I can think of no legal authority for any. 

I doubo there is such a thing as a secret police raid. Also, there Iks to be an 
explanation for the long delays. The raid was 1948. The letter of WO repor ting the 
siezing of this phone book was of 1953, approximately five years later, *his means that 
tLere had to be some reason for the FBI’s paranoids holding off. (They held off with* me until 
2/14/55 froa^this page.) Of what I can now recall the probability is that this was probably 
part of the Judy Goplon case. However, that was federal and I see no immediatelp explanation 
of the local police being in on a federal espionage case* 

If this was her phone list I recall enough. I met her once. We hadlunch. She was 
employed by the Department of Justice, X had been given a a assignment to establish whether 
or not there was Nazi influence in a Esk Scandanavian company from which about a dozen ships 
has been siezed under wartime controls. The assignment, originally from the ¥ hite House, 
has come to me, as then was not uncommon, from other OSS units, I thi nk this was counter- 
intelligence. I asked another DJ lawyer for guidance, he told me to call J 'udy u oplcn be- 
cause this was her area of DJ work, he gave me her number, and I did call her. I did do 
after that what others in the government had failed to do, locate the proofs, (imagine 
how effecient "intelligence" was if this could not be done when there was official action, 
the siezure of the ships!) I found the "missing" proofs in the old District National Lank 
building on the south side of the 1400 block of G St., NW. 

1 do not know now whether we had lunch that day or later. It may well have been on 
my initiative, after this experience so helpful to the war effort, to learn what else could 
serve the same purpose. We never dated and I’m sure we had no other meetings of any kind. 

The next record is another mimeographed form of the Employees Security Section from 
which all names except mine are masked. It has a date stmaped on it of the prior month, 
January 14 or 17. The form begins "^ased on information contained in" followed by a blank 
from which the entry has been obliterated. It states that a”preliminary inquiry is being 
opened" on me. The caption remains "SECURITY OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES," which I was not." 

* = existence if records not provided to this point in examination of files provided. 




„ Ti ^ Mrd °£ 2/8 ^ 55 ’ ? ireci:or to W0 airtel referring to l/l4 and stating that 

3;- 0W 1 a PP liea for position as consultant in 1944 after discharge from Army 
1 1/17/44. It refers to one of my references. M.R. Rogers, who was then in the OSS Hatin 
America Division. (He had been my boss in the earlier CSS job and was an editor for whom 
I d done investigative reporting.) What follows his names is masked. He was a real sub- 
versive he headed Eggheads for Eisenhower. It says I was "removed," no more about this 
nere. Ana a file is available on him in the investihationsdi vision. CSC." 

* Ifgai CSC has provided cannot be full file. 

It says 1 am not a government employee and ends Wo . further inquiry by WTO. " 

xj 

. Hext.is of July 1, 1 966, captioned with my name, date and place of birth and the 
middle initial, never. use, D. It has "Summary" written on. It has staples in both corners 
tnao do not coincide with those on the following page. Most of the top of the text has 
been removed by cutting out o& laying a piece of white paper over it. This is the means of 
obliterating the first part of what is removed in what remains, "In 1957 (blank), advised 
a^pecial Agent of the ]?BI ir tna's I !, held an annual celebration 

01 uhe Russian evolution" Blacked out "said this celebration involved a picnic" which 
"as attended by twenty-five to thirty unknown people." 2 his one is 140-7536-3. 
taient: "Unknown" is fright. The "celebration" and with two exceptions the people were 

unknown to me. 

■i-his can rej.er only to Rabbi ..ack Erankel and his wife Vicki (sometimes) bringing 
up, .on behalf of the J ewish Welfare Board, Washington area service personnel and their 
ami cities , including kias, to not the "residence" of this insanity but a farm on which 
there were live animals, real eggs to be collected from underneath the chickens that laid 
tnen, baby chicks and depending on when they came, baby chicks ////^ actually hatching out 
of eggs. All sorts of people came for these purpose. Neighborhood kids, those 

who pre-puberty were alreeady alienated by their fathers who are undoubtedly among those 
interviewed and by whom such rot was invented. I arranged for the eggs to hatch on weekends 
so people, especially kias, coula see this marvel of nature. (Later the ^niversitv of 
Maryland copied the whole idea.) 

How far as a ranked from being a "Communisjs?" a e is orthodox and he went to fight for 
the creation of the State of srael. be undoubtedly had all necessary military clearances 
irom his work for the Jewish Welfare Board with troops. I recall in Europe and Alaska. 

Here begin records relating to the first helicopter duit. The first was long after that 
suit because it ends "Our files also indicate that a book titled °«Mtewask" , relating to 
the assassination of President Kennedy, was written by one Harold Weisberg." 
his is page 2 , It also says enclosure. Wo enclosure, no Page 1. 
ihe clear meaning is that this was part of an investigation of me over the book. 

Therefore, included with political papers. No file indicated. 

Serials of incomplete first-suit records begin here. Pile numbers indicated: 
supplied. Baltimore 120-198 Bufile 1 20-5548. Copies indicated also USA, Baltimore, WO, neither 
The f xrs ^ page refers to a report &smx±bs to be filed pursuant to the request of the 
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Third page, form, gives WO No as 120-489. It also refers to feereo” being submit- 
ted by WO rather than BFQ. 

Series of ED 302s and ED 26;5s follow. 

8/26/59,. name masked, likely Robert Hess, who helped me with building, but on weekends. 
Regular work in. shop at. HIE. I'his Is WO report. I thought ivi aryland was under BPO. Given the 

na ure 01 what is not withheld, which is meaningless, I see no reason for the extensive black- 
ing at at the Beginning. 



#= apparently unjustified obliteration. 




Hess on? preceeding page may be Eessie. I think he used Eessie. 

¥Mle the next record refers to the BA. report of 6/26/59, a request for an investi- 
gation by the USA Baltimore, this "report" is by WO and there is no record indicating 
any referral to WO, or another missing record. 

WFO did file an PB 265 under date of 8/26/59 for the period 7/7 to 8/19/59. It has a 
cover page listing 8 unsuccessful efforts to locate one whose name is obliterated and 
then reaching him 8/19/59. The only other thing the cover page says is that Baltimore 
should consider the desirability of interviewing another masked name. There is the synop- 
sis page of the same date. It lias six lines plus one word. The first three are obliterated 
while the rest says this person could say nothing either way. Whatever the FBI's procedures 
of that period, it appears unlikely that they would go to all this trouble in m a k i ng un- 
necessary records for a six-lire meaningless report when it all could have been done in 
less than a single page. One alternative is that other pages remain withheld but this is 
not certain. 

Next there is the PD 263 of the BPO of 9/ 1 1 / 59 » period 9/3/59, single day. ATtaehed is 
a synopsis of five lines and one word in which one of masked name says he knows nothing 
and a second says he has seen helicopters over the fai/r but not one low enough to cause 
damage in his opinion. 

With the names masked it is impossible to determine who was allegedly interviewed. I 
say allegedly because it is clear the two attached 11)3028 are put the way the agents 
wanted and not as these people would have said if they spoke truthfully. The forst, for 
example, as the death of a "considerable" number of chickens in "line with the normal 
losses sustained by any poultry raiser." The first of these is said to have worked for me. 

I wonder if it is George u arvington ?: rice , known as c arve, an unbright but nice person 
who has been dead more than a decade. I say this because as of 1959 the working for me by 
this person is of past tense, (i never had anyone work for me who knew anything about 
chickens, inclidently, except for having had a few backyard chickens.) 

In the pages that foliowmeven the name of the administrative assistant in the USA 11 s 
office in Baltimore is masked. All name§ to here have been except that of the BPO SAC. 

There’ were periodic checks with the USA to see when the case would come to trial* 

With less that 110,000 involved, this is the FBI norm? 

Next is another three — page combination of PD 263 dated 3/27/p/, period 3/ 21 /6 1 ; 
and PD 204. The first refers to locating at current addresses and reinterviewing two whose 
names are obliterated, interviewing other neighbors and either photographing or sketching 
the farm and surroundings. Wo photos or sketches provided here. The PD 204 reports the 
requests of AUSA Baniel H. Honemann, including recollections of only two interviewed earlier. 
Jn checking back over the numerous obliterations there is only one of the earlier ones that 
is the same length as these. There are two of i&fferent lengths. The obvious possibilitity 
is that other reports have not been provided. In doing this I haSsfe also x a ske d tk E xnam 
checked the masked names of FBI agents. % no case are the measurements identical , suggesting 
again other agents and other rppOrts not provided. In addition, in the rechecking I noted also 
that the file Identification of an ABMX JAG file was obliterated from the third page of the 
6/26/59 BPO report above. It was from Col. E.W.Sargent, JAGC,Chief, Litigation Division, in- 
itials of person dictating it as JAGL. 

Wext an FD263 form apparently revised 12/59, cover page only and saying "Weill report 
final court action only" and an/ PD 204 form. The first has the identical length of obli- 
teration of one of the earlier removals of an Agent s name. Initials of the SAC appear to 
be UP, under which initials BB. In 1959 SAC xxxtxxix name Janes J. Kelly. Initials under 
his ri3Wft 6/26/59 do not appear to be ED. ■ L his is the first on which a EQ serial appears, it 
in unclear, '“ext is 8/26/68 where the Serial 2 is fairly clear'. Here the SAC*s initials 
appear to be JFG, those under it appear to be SMI, nS5t certainly. 9/ 1 1 / 59 is Serial 3. 2/24/60 
is SSrial 4. 6/21/60. is Serial 5.. ^ere the initials are JJK and ¥?, perhaps an I.: Going 
back to 2/24/60 the BAG is again JJK but those under it, while unclear, do not appear to 
be identical with others. 10/6/60 is Serial 6. SAC JJK and others unclear, same kind of 
last initial suggesting I but dissimilar first initial, suggesting L. 2/7/6 1 is Serial 7. 
Initials JJK and something with a below the line first initial and a B, 3/27/ 61 of UP for 




4 



SiG and HD Dele®. Thus whether or not each individual serial is complete, to here they 
are complete ny serial number, i 

missing. More on Serial 10: Ten pages are attached, 8 of interviews. P. 9 lists 10 photographs 
no pix. taken and the 10th notes reporting the results of the interviews to AU5A ^onemann. 

The synopsis page has four obliterations. The first ends with "raising laying hens 
and.. . .horses » " This coula be only Mrs. Rush Wright. If her few chickens who ran loose and 
wild surrited her wild kids they could survive anything. H er kids could not survive them- 
selves, they were that wild. The second, also a woman, claims to have lost no eggs from 
helicopters,, The only other woman I recall who had any chickens- and never tended them- 
is Helen LintMcum, of whom more below, probably. The fourth, some of the obliterations 
see/ming o)c be of fact rhther than names, does report on the frightening of our chickens bjs 
helicopters and the loss of production from it. 

P. 2 has to be Raymon| Price. There is heavy obliterations but his cows are not rele- 
vant to my chickens. 



P. 3 has heavy obliterations, one of which appears to be "she 11 and "her," sis times 
an what appears after the ©askings of two paragrpahs. There were originally at least three 
and probably four paragraphs. This persons is said to raise chickens. To the best of my 
knowledge only two other pgsss people near me did, the Raymond ^arlislse, who had a few 



backyard chickens and the inthicums, where Charles was finally forced to go to work off 
the fafm because his sanj&ilary conditions and other mismanagements made his a failure. % 



thus was net home from early morning to late at night. Helen, Ms wife, was crippled and 



did not tend the flocks. Charles’s father general^did, sometimes not until so late in the 
day there had been large suffocations under brooders, things like that. However, the 
IdntMcums did have such trouble from helicopters. Chalfres came to me to ask what to do. 

I referred him to a blood-colored ointment eMckens sometimes found unpalatable .This some- 
times did deter cannibalism. But there is no woman in the area experienced inza raising 
cMckens, yet without any accreditation this FBI report cites this unnamed as considering 
my claim to be "ridiculous "/aEd She is quoted as saying I am a trouble-maker and many area 
people had ± ”a great deal of trouble" from me. If any specifics, they are obliterated. 
Also false. , . 



P. 4 seems also to be a "she" and this obliteration. Raised no cMckens or animql. q 
and "has never seen a helicopter lower than the Mil in back of the WBI8B§$i farm." On the 
latter this means no lower than 300 feet, the height of that hill (earlier represented as 
above 400 and to 50© by the FBI, wMch had the same topograpMe maps available that I put 
into evidence.) She is represented as saying I claimed the fire sire'ft caused cMckens to 
die. There is more below, whete this is addressed. 

P. 5 may be Helen ^intMcum. t concliSdes that disturbances can cause "laying hens to 
stop laying and can also cause blood spots in eggs.” 

P. 6 is someone who confirms my claims, that the cMckens piled after helicopters 
flew over and killed themselves. TMs person^/, stating first person knowledge from being 
there, also knows of losses in egg production. However, the report can’t be complete, 
whether or not by accident, in saying that one who was at my farm 'often enough to have 
seen these things would place the poultry population at "600 to 800 laying hens and from 
200 to 300 young cMckens." With the obliterations the date of tMs first-person know- 
ledge is missing. But it would have had to have been earlier than 1961 aid earlier than 
the helicopter tfcubles for there to have been only 2 — 300 jsounSY cMckens. I generally had 
about 300 pullets coming on for egg laying and always had many more young cMckens for meat. 
There were weeks in those days when I sni slaughtered 200 young cMckens for meat purposes, 
not laying stock. TMs required a larger ,much larger population of meat cMckens of 
various ages and sizes. Anyone who had been at my farm, for whatever purpose, that not 
remaining after obliterations, knew and said more than the FBI reports on numbers alone. 

PP. 7 and 8 report my complaints to the fire department over the blowing of the siren 
as engines passed the cMcken house. The FBI pulls a dirty one here, quoting the first 
person as saying that nobody else made the same complaint, ©bviously# There was nobody 
else whose cMcken houses were directly against the road and with a Mil on the other 

side of the narrow r^6d to reverberate the laud and frightening: noises back. The first 
also says tMs person knows of no suit I’d filed against the fire department. Ms also is 




ass as deliberately dishonest as it is untrue. Perhaps this is the best point to address 
what the FBI hides in all of these contrived and angled reports to make a prejudicial 
case out against me and to prejudice the ABSA and all other officials involved in thecase. 

(There was no blowing of the siren as engines passed my farm until one of the younger 
and irresponsible men who took the volunteer department over thought it would be a good 
joke after reading of the suit in the newspapers* Until then there had been no need to blow 
the giren at that point, where there is more than a third of a mile of straight road and 
no obstruction of visibility. Then it became a campaign. I could not file a suit because 
after the helicopter damages it was not possible to attribute anything except an immeasure- 
abie addition to the damage from them except for the few chickens that were trampled, not 
enough damage to file a suit over. What broke it up is my complj^nt to the insurance company. 
It sent a representative who saw me and then took me to the then chief and told him in my 
presence that a) the damage was the cause of legitimate action and collection and b} the 
policy did not cover it. With this that trouble ended. 

There were some had khjds in the neighborhood. Occasionally they'd shoot my 
ducks and geese, just for deviltry. They also shot two dogs, mild beagles who did no hamju 
One was particularly dear to Bid, the other was so severely injured with a grazing dumdum 
shot that it required 30 days for stitches to hold so the vet could return her to me. There 
was a youngster whose father turned all his kids against him who stole a pistol from me. 
There was another who got drunk one night, took his father's car and hit some of my fences 
and knocked them down. I insisted on replacement, which angered the father, who was an 
egomaniac who brooked no questioning of him.Aside from cases like this i had no trouble 
with any of my neighbors , most of whom called on me for help of one kind or another over 
the years. Many of their kids, younger ones, visited me regularly to see eggs hatch and 
play with the tame animals. The fact is that i had little to do socially with any of my 
neighbors because the length of the day 1 worked precluded it. Aside from this we had 
little in common with most of them. Almost all were undereducated and backward. I was one 
of two people in the area who had ever been inside a college. It was a very backward area. 
People actually had their toilets empty onto the ground not far from their homes, with 
pipes just ending on the surface ofnthe ggound. Most had no inside toilets. 

Because I represented a different kind of world, a modern world, and these were 
people of virtually no real interests in life except the fire department and the church, 

I was different and on this basis alone suspect. Ibis became exaggerated when i was respon- 
sible for the building of the fire department. It haai never been able to make any real 
money to support itself with until I began a public-relations program. The income from the 
two find-raising ventures, the carnival and the annual supper, zoomed after X undertook 
this public-relations work. The first time I did this for a carnival the net was fantastic 
for the fire department. It provided enough to buy the largest and most advanced engine in 
the area, with cash. The next year, enough to buy the best-equipped ambulance in the area, 
and a specially-built Cadillac^ to hoot, ^his caused resentment among those whose only 
importance, locally and in their osn eyes, was their official positrons in the department. 
One in particular who was extremely resentful was my wife's cousta, then the chief. He did 
by his ways and his treatment of them turn his kids against him, the daughter in parti- 
cular. She would often spend free Satrudays with me when she was a girl loving to Kfcasdi 
watch the eg|s hatch and things like that. And complaining about her father. She ultimately 
had an illegitimate child. 

All were bigots. H© black was allowed on any carnival attraction and there were 
complaints when I sold black kids tickets for the rides when I did that, as I did sell 
such tickets for years during the carnivals. I was the only Jew in the immediate area and 
most were anti-Semites. Ibis particular man, Joe Price, was very backward and not able 
to influence anybody for anything outside the fire department. He became particularly 
resentful when I regularly did what was needed and he could not. Here are examples I recall. 

We had only a pile at the fire house connected with nothing §lse and phones in the 
homes of firemen, including Price. When there wasna an alarm -opoaa frer would 

have to answer l^pf^dressedj rush to the firehouse and push the button that set the 

siren off. 2 his meant the loss of precious time when homes and barns were bizrning to the 
point where they'd be out of control before help arrived or people hied to aeath. 




From my earlier ooyhood ssperien.es as a radio amateur X knew this presented no 
technical problem, that given the willingness the phone comply could activate the siren 
with no more than a relay added to the line. I also knew engineers^ from whom I obtained 
the then modern technical data. When 1 made an issue of the refusal of the phone 
company to activate the siren and save those precious minutes, longer in winter when more 
dressing was required and fires and accidents more numerous, r rice , thinking to m^kP. a 
spectacle of me, appointed me chairman of a committee to seek to make the arrangements. 

The phone company, which merely did not want to do this although they did do it elsewhere, 
trxed an elaborate snow job by having the committee to what for Frederick was an elaborate 
lunch. They pulled their regular’ baloney and I gave them the simple engineering. They had 
no way out. They made the instalataon 0 Since then they have set the alarm off. 

Something gimilar happened when I proposed two-way radio, then not common but available 
a nd important, his was when we had two major fires separated by bid roads and more than 
1,0 miles during an eletrxcyal storm, I was able to raise these at the first fire with great 
difficulty and only by extreme indirection when the second alarm went off and the only 
equipment at the engine house was a 1 929 pumper with a water— carrying capacity of only 
75 gallons. The middle ox three closely— related barns had been struck by lightening. If I 
had not been taking a bath whem [the first alarm went off and not known where the fire was 
and then not been able to get out and phone both other barns would have been lost, ¥e 
worked through the rest of the day and all tne night and saved both barns, an enormously 
important thing ior the farmer, his led me to see the urgency of radio communication. 

Again Price, who had been told it was impossible by a man who sold only inadequate 
equipment (and only recently was involved in a graft sesad scandal ail over the front 
page of the Frederick papers). I consulted those in the District of Columbia government 
who handled their communications equipment. From this source I learned that General Electric 
had just come out with a new line it wanted to be able to promote in difficult terrain, X 
phoned the Qe». representative, made a deal for the equipment after a demonstration that 
it would work in out/hilly territory, and got both a large discount and help with the 
installations so t|bere would be no such costs, in return for their being able to bring 
c tner -ire departments to see the sets in operation. The equipment was more than satis- 
factory and again i rice lost face and self-esteem, 

, ® tended even to fire-lighting equipment. Once when he had no source of water to 

fight a fire ^and x .was aware of prior occasions) we got an engine mired in an effort to 
get i t close enough to a stream to oe able to pump water to other engines and hoses it 
cccuijed to me that we needed a portable pump. Price, who had not thought of it, opposed 
it, as had the others who considered themselves hotshot firemen among the younger members, 

I arranged a demonstration that persuaded a majority of the members and thereafter two 
sen could carry , one man could drag, a portable pump able to supply the engine^s from 
otherwise inaccessible sources of water , There is no city water-supply in the entire 
terrijtory even now. The water was what the engines carried and what could be supplied 
to them by relays. u r they had to leave and refill from an accessible stream. These 

kinds of delays resulted in great added dama ges. 

I was ^ even opposed when X proposed a blood-donor program because we were in, an isolated 
territory in those days, with only country roads and no nearby doctors or blood banks— 
and many accidents. As with the radio equioment, when behind my back there were false 
allegations , deliberately fabricated, that X gor a kickback from GS, there were nasty 
cracks. But the first two who benefitted from my arranging for the bloodtyping of all xpi 
in the area wno were wixling and the making of a list of donors were two who may fissure in 
what these regortsrepresent, one where the FBI is certainily withholding for sure. The 
first was ar-e buoSrre ?'\j o c- Priced, who got cut up in a sexual escapade and needed blood. 

I Wo.s able to give it and the list proviaed two others. The second was the wife of Horace 
Thompson, who was seriously ill. As I recall six oi ^ seven donors were needed. The list 
supplied them. 

iihile it may seem impossible that there could be such backwardness in the 1950s, 
it was the ^ fact. There are other such things that have come to mind while I was recording 
these specifics. One is that I took over all of the begging, as it was called, for the 
annual suppers, and alone brought back more than the combined efforts of all had before 
then. This caused resentment. I was able to promote the suppers better, too, by radip. 




Other than the foregoing there were no troubles of any kind except that apparently 
after the FBI jfwas going around some of these overgrown juvenile delinquents started 
taking a petition around against our suit. Those to whom it was presented were intimidated 
by firemen taking the petitions around. (The judge threw them out) But I made no issue of 
that and said nothing of it to anyone . 

This the reality compared with the character of these FBI reports leads to another 
comment: in the suit records to this poijvt, those beginning in 1959 , there is no reference 
to the earlier political files. The FBI overlooked this? Unlikely if not impossible. 

lone of the pictures listed is provided. 

I think this represents the F3I deliberately contriving a false case with which to 
prejudice the USA Baltimore and the federal government. 

This is consistent with the political poison at the beginning of what was provided. 

It is also consistent with the last line of the second page of the last record. 

The first is the 5/11/61 cover page of Serial 10 referring to the preceeding report of 
April 5. The attached memo reports that we recovered only $750. The concluding sentence 
i$ "The savings to the government in this matter totalled $9,200.00." 

Less politely, the FBI got away with fraud by deliberate dishonesties. 

The probability is that it would have cost the government much less to have paid the 
relatively small claim in full and have avoided all the work and costs entailed in fightingfg 
the suit in which there was no doubt about either the trespasses or the damages. 

What the FBI really accomplished in this is establishing a continuing, costly and 
still, perplexing legal problem for the government because we established a new principle 
ox law in the litigation, supported when cited in another case by the ‘"'upreme ^ourt. 

Next there is a series of gjfcords the first dated 7/22/47 the last 1 1/22/59, all 
apparently related to the State Department pogrom. The file numbers are not all distinguishable* 

100-35198 (or 3) appears to be the first/ 

$= numbers of othex* files in which other records may be and be withhelixU 

This refersmto an attached "‘ease memo of 7/21/47. ^t is not attached here. 

All names are obliterated except mine. They were all leaked to and published by the 
papers. 

"With respect to Weisberg it is known that investigation in the Gregory case has 
refitted that he was a fellow employee of (obliterated)." 

No such records for the "Gregory" case provided to this point. The masked name is pub- 
lished and. known. I was not his "fellow employee." Ke was my boss, the division chief, 

Maurice Ea|perin. The peaces obliterated = the letters in his name* 

This report does not even state that he was involved in the regory case. I think that 
was about Gregory Silvermaster. But here the government puts me to work under a man and 
because it iaterf has questions about him, ipso facto there is something wrong with me* I 
knew him only though my OSS employment* (And regardless of what the FBI thought about 
his politics, T know that the first of two anti-€kstro books by him has appeared, under 
the Univ. Calif l imprint, as I recall, ^ast 1 heard, from the review of this book., /he 
was a college professor in Canadk* 

This memo s^ays all information on me to be presented to AG. Not attached, not listed. 

The concluding pfegraph refers to communications of 7/9/47 and 7/17/47 that follow. 

While the file numbess on them are not clear they appear to be 1 00-351 93?-2 and 3« 

The first is the requests of Theron L. Caudle, then Criminal Div. §|p.ef, better known 
as T. Lamar Caudle, as I recall, later convicted and jailed as some kind of crook* it asks 
for a "separate transmittal memorandum" on each. 

The second is from Douglas W. McGregor, The Assistant to the AG, who wanted to know 
if prosecution on criminal charges are indicated! ! ! ! (For at most representations of beliefs!) 

These and others say copiesl destroyed 9/26/1962. This is crossed out. ^opies not here. 

Next is a single-page, plain-paper memo headed BAROLD HISBSRG. No signature byt these 
initials at the bottom: FLJ; eh :md and £ cc: Mr. Ladd. The following files are cited for 
the first 7 of the 8 paragx’aphs, in order: 44 — 1 75—348 ; 61 ,7587-624j65-2839-14j 61-7566-2197; 
61-7307-891 page 15 and Sis 61-6956-71, second lined through ; 6 5-34543-3 1 j correction, none 

ISa? t |/J > ^e^r?ment t! f^l n^ b pvo■v:L(p : d a^ide ' 3 ' , Xilis is " tiie Carbon of> a record, one of a number. 




For the state firing, 8th graf, there is the number 62-39749-913. 

I believe 61 is treason, 62 administrative inquiry-miscellaneous ;44 civil rights; 
azzd and 65 espionage. 

With regard to these and compliance, note that all are prior to the first records 
listed on the first page and there in in those of later date no reference to these, which 
except for 6/23/47 are, except. 7 also, of 1942 and going back to 1938. 7 refers to hiring 
bn 1947. All are prior to the first records in the stack as provided. They are not referred 
to in them. | 

With treason and espionage and an inquiry from up high about criminal prosecution 
one does not wonder about these kinds of omissions? %ne in the civil litigation records? 

They can't even be honest in representing that I was in Sarlan, first paragrpah. They 
fail to say that I was borrowed by and worked for the Department and with FBI agents in 
the cited/ case of Mary Helen Goal Corporation et ad/. Instead they represent iMsely 
that I was there for the Senate. (44-175-348) 

It gets crazier in paragr^ 1 2, which also hides the reason for and the results of 
the %rch 1940 interview. - L t is described as "in connection with an official investiga- 
tion." All I am supposed to have said i$ that I was employed by the Senate and later 
"did special research work for the Dies Committee. (61-7587-624)." 

The truth is tjtey tried to fEame me on a bum rap for the Dies committee for which 
I never worked. I was then researching a book on that committee, not for it. There was a 
prosecution, U.S. v David Dubois &ayneo Their description^ justifies a filing under 
treason cases? But the results of this ’'interview" have not been provided. There have 
to be at least one statement prepared for me to sign, if not two. I know I refused to 
sign the first, which was contrived to be falsely incriminating. I may have signed any 
honest one. I do not now recall. Wo reports of this or any other interviews are provided. 
There have to have been many. 

Again the treason file, 61-7566-2197* the 4th paragraph refers to an expose I did 
of Jan Bata, for Click magazine. There is no FBI interest in this Hitlerite Jan Bata being 
near defense installations in the US. Instead they quote "a reliable source" as saying I 
was "at least a Communist sympathizer but probably was closer than that to the Party." 

This "reliable source" is represented as saying he knew me in 1936 and 1937. I n those days 
I worked almost around the clock, had no other activities and no time for any, quite aside 
from which I have never been a member of any party other than the ^eurocrats, although 
almost always also voting for some Republicans, •'•’his means only that I was anti-4 azi. 

And a Hew Dealer, which I was. The committee for which I worked was considered by the 
political paranoids to be communist# „ i 

Paragrpah 5 is more honest than most while masking iitpil 1 name. It is contrived to 
get the Dies committee off the hook in saying the forgeries for which he was convicted 
were Mayne's idea because I "had been very active in opposing tkx activities of the Dies 
committee." Actually there was no activity and there was no way of Mayne’s knowing this. 
T^Ls also reminds me of what I think is correct, that ^ayne never sold me any thing ,, I think 
he borrowed what may have totalled from $75 to $100 claiming he was broke. He also signed 
an affidavit of authenticity. 

Paragrpah 6 has me "connected with the officesox Qongressman Vito --arcantonio." 
65-34543 is an espionage file. They were investigating a Congressman for espionage? He 
opposed the wai£, but he also did after the attack on the USSR on 6 / 41 , However, here it 
is understated, and they knew the truth. Marcantonio was my close personal friend. He 
also lived with me. But that was prior to this. At that time I was in the Army, so on 
simple fact they still can’t be accurate. They give the dates of 12/42 gnd 10/43. 

Mo source is given for par-. 7 which reports my OSS and State employment and quotes 
a "highly confidential source" as laying that during this time I was "a mutual friend of" 
names masked, "both of whom are known to have Communist sympathies." Ho idea who they mean, 
/ind no way of responding. 

The last says I was discharged under the Ssgsrsnxxx McCarran Rider, not for any 
alleged subversion. This part is true, if incomplete. The Department rehired me and I 
then resigned, after i successfully fought a case in which, under that rider, there was 
no recourse. 
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Comment: Not one of these paragrpahs is honest and accurate. Almost all are deliberately 
unfair. In some cases t^ey state the exact opposite of fact and truth. 

Next is the covering memo, largely obliterated. 

Next, with no file number visible, is a Post story of 1 1 /t 8/ 47 the lead of which 
reads, "The State Department last night backed down on the firing without trial of seve^n 
aides whose loyalty was said to be in question.Now the seven are free to quit their jobs 
with nothing in the record against them- which is what they have been fighting for since 
^july." This is followed by references to "possible injustice" sand changes in future 
procedures- there will be a hearing for others. 

The original and subsequent stories are withheld. The first is the major scandal 
created by the banner-headlined leak to the old Times-“erald, the second Bert Andrews' 
interview with Hooves in which Hoover told him there was nothing serious in all of this* 
if some had been his employees he'd ha^cautioned them about some of their associates, 
no more, This was a NY Eerald-^ribufS' story. It was syndicated sand the Post did carry it. 

in "gan" means Helen there is a script typewriter memo of 8/29/47, notepaper 

of Office of the Director, no addressee, reporting that a woman whose name is always 
obliterated but is in the AG's office claims that neither the AG nob anyone else can find 
a copy of the 8/5 memos. They found two covering letters, neither with an attachment/ y 
"gan" this comes out as "dismissed by the State Department for disloyal activities." 

Hoover got around to complying with not fewer than two requests with a covering memo 
of 9/6/47 o -H says the memos are attached. Not to this copy. 

6/23/47 D .Mi. Dadd, in the absence of Tamm, took a phone call from the lite John Peurifoy, 
whose post in the State Department is not indicated. His memo says that r euxifoy told him 
"he was dismissing 10 employees off the State Department under the McCarran rider." 'Names fol- 
low, all but mine masked. Then that Peurifoy wanted the Bureau to know as soon as the 
action was taken and that he might fire two more the next day,, I don t think the zany 
Puerifoy, who killed himself with Ms crazy driving, was then i±reetor~of security but 
my recollection is not clear. 

12/29/47 is next, with attachments not attached, from J.P.Coyne to D.E.Ladd, serial 
invisible«All names but mine were maskedo One more fired at State 6/3047. 

Coyne also states that in a memorandum of 1 1/22/47 to Ladd he furnished summaries 
on all 10. There was attached dossiers on each of us. None of this is provided here. Nor 
anything leading to the memo and compilation of dossiers^ including directions for the 
compilation with the names. TMs has to have been done* too, prior to the preparations. 

There is extensive masking of a nature that precludes claiming it is unjustified. 

100-351138-5*, 12/12/47 unsigned memo on HAROLD 1EISEHRG, with J . H . Par i sh : mvb at 
bottom, is next. It begins reporting that "on August 9,1938" the Douisville office reported 
about me. Not attached or provided. 

I± rehashes the 8/5/47 memo word for word op close to it and adds on the firings what 
is false. In the course of this it adds identification of withheld records. 

First shows that what was provided from 61-7587-624 is incomplete. This includes as a 
source "Statement furnished by Harold Weisberg fit to Special Agents (masked) and (masked), 
Washington Field Division." It [is not here, as noted above. Note also that this was in 
the DJ building, main one, whether or not the WFO then had separate offices. Those two, the 
face of one of whom I'd probably still recognize, actually held me there to pressure me 
into signing a statement- they not I "furnished" when I refused to sign it. When time passed 
they finally permitted me to phone my lawyer, who came there and ended it. His name was 
Edgar A. Turlington. He was of the Bill Roberts firm, that of Drew Pearson, who arranged 
counsel for Paift ^ackson and me. Pat is now^here mentioned in these records. 

Last par. first page refers to what is not provided, that "The Washington Field ^vision 
on //// September 11, 1941," followed by blacking out then a report on H a yrie ' s conviction. 

On page 2 they quote the ^imes-Herald on the firings and the names. Issue 9/21/47. 



Head, "©listed Aides Identified." 1 
There is a citation of a file 



that may be or include the story , 6 2-39749-A. 
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# There is a subhead, "Information Appearing in State Department Files. ” 

i 1 irst I note that the State files provided to me do not include the giving' of access 
to the SSI and this is quite opposed to the Department's action and policy stated in the 
f State Post story quoted above. There is no record of the FBI seeing those files. 

^ke file on this individual was reviewed at the Stats Department on November 19» 

1947.” No report on this is provided here. Next it says /when"it was determined that on 
December 5, 1946, the State Department sent to the Bureau for a spot check on the sub- 
# Sect's name." The Bureau replied "No Information," which I recall. But this also is not 

tr provided by the FBI here. It is also incomplete because they replied on ^il. "On December 

20,1946 information was supplied to the State Department, although the source was not 
v* stated, that the sucject was a "known friend and asxssxxx kw contact of persons identified 

as active in the Gregory case. Nature of association not known." The last makes this 0. 
as utterly meaningless if not vicious as was typical then. But this neither states nor 
does not state that the FBI provided the "information." It infers that the FBI did. It 
investigated that case* 

Then comes the copout for the lie, "that the State Department at no time made a 
request of the Bureau for investigative assistance in this case." 

The fact is that the FBI deliberately lied to the State Department from the record 
I have from State as well as in the memorandum saying "No Information. " There is what I 
do not think is a redundancy toward the end, saying that the investigation included both 
"Dies reports" and the committee separately. It notes a mail cover on by State from 
4/14/47 to ' J une 2,1947. It does not indicate nothing showed up. 

100-351138-5 is of the same date, 12/12/47. It is captioned with my name and while 
without signature has E.H.Mossburg typed at the bottom. It is in pursuance of the same 
false record making, as indicated in the sentence above five listings by date:" There has 
been no request received from the State Department for an investigation or a name check 
on Harold Weisberg. (100-351938)" The previous records states there was a name-check asked. 

I have seen the records at State in which the FBI's response of no record is explicit. 

The listed items are among the foregoing. 

100-351 $38 v above giving this as 351138 may because of unclarity of copies, which 
show a 1 rather than a 9.) Serial 4 is next, captioned me and dated 11/20/68. It is on 
a plain piece of paper, no FBI form, not signed, not addressed to anyone. It says that the 
day before the State file was reviewed. It begins by repeat^M;he State request for name check. 

# It repeats that this was "returned by the Bureay with the notation "No Information." If not 
noted above, neither is provided here. The rest is language repeated word for word in the 
preceeding record. Serial 5. 

# Note that nowhere is there any reference to the Bert Andrews story quoting hoover. 

There then is a time jump to 11/29/59, the 9 not being certain. The first three and 
the penultimate grafs are blacked out. It £ is from the SAG, WFO to Director, 1F0 file 
100-0. The number written on at HQ is unclear and partly obliterated in xeroxing. It 
appears to be 100-351/938. It was sent to Baltimore for information and in addition to the 

& 2 copies sent to the Bureay two // were filed in ¥F0, the second" (’ 1 05-23930 } ( POGODIN ) The 

name means nothing to me. It is stamped as classified by 4417, the date given as 1 2/6/76 
below the stamp, with the initials "GTT/GSC", later not certain.. Me anin g last initial, 
it is also claimed to be in exemption category 2 and 3, GBS, I take it general declassi- 
fication schedule. 

The first paragraph not obliterated gives my phone number from the directory, no more. 

The next states I operate a poultry farm, from WO files, and from the same source 

# was fired by the State Department (no copies from WO on this) now embellished into"beeause 
of suspected /ommunist sympathies," then allowed to resign. This clearly seems to relate to 
the helicopter suit, as the masktmgs mast to it or to me and thus nof subject to withholding. 
They have me listed as "IS-R" which I believe stands for Internal Security-Russia." 

% far the bulk of what has been provided follows. From flipping through it appears to 




Add on FBi personal files, helicopter part. 

A name came back to me while I was walking. I think it may fit sbme of the spaces,, 
Where there was obliteration of names. It is that of Ward Rose. 

Ward had his ways. They were odd to me. He was an outdorsman, which is not odd, 
initially employed by a barrel-stave factory south of us. 

For some reason I do not recall, probably having to do wish Sose* s getting all the 
oak trees in the countryside and making them into stave - ending them as trees - 
our friend Gordon Strong disliked Rose. Strong owned Sugarloaf fountain. s e left is a 
as a public trust. 

I do not recall whether or not Eose raised any chickens. Ji e may have had a few 
and I think he did. Only a few and not as a chicken raiser. He had other things, I 
am pretty sure wild animals kept in violation of law and peacocks and peahens he was not 
willing or able to confine* 

He lived right behind the firehouse on %11 Road, very close to the firehouse. 
Anything around there, like Raymond Price's cows , had to adjust to that siren and did. 
(Raymond only had about a dozen cows.) The Raymond I rice bam was directly accross the 
road from the firehouse. Because he was always home I believe there was a period of time 
prior to the automatic system I was able to arrange for that he had a fire department 
phone and he set the alarm offo 

I did have words with Rose once about his peacock. During the period when all my 
chickens were badly disturbed end were passing this hysteria-like condition from the 
helicopters on to each other Ms peacock flew to and around the henhouse and let out 
the characteristic awful screech that sounds like a 'woman being billed* x was having to 
chase the large and plentially dangerous bird often, from around the poultry buildings. 

0 ne £ a y it created pandemonium by flying to and around the large henhouse and also 
screeching at the same time. It really set the f loccks off o rfhen they could see it it 
meant hawk to them, natural predator. This time i asked him to come and ge o the thing and 
to be certain there was no repetition. He clearly did not like it and he clearly was 
afraid of it. The peacock got contrary and refused to fly_over a five-foot fence. 

Rose became exasperated but he still feared grabbing it. In his esasperation he finally 
grabbed it by those long and beautiful tailfeathers and swung it over the fence, n 
doing this he pulled them all out* 

He then went home with the creature, leaving all those once valuable feathers 
behind. I collected them so they, would not blow away, thinking he would come for them, 
lihen some time passed and he didn t I told him X had them for him if he wanted them. 

He said he did not want them and he never came for them. 

He also had to fence against that peacock&s wanderings to which others also objected. 
This means he had to fence accross the top of the pen, too, which is more trouble and more 
cost. That particular bird, to which he was attached, was a neighborhood nuisance. It also 
scared some people, not just chickens raised in confinement. 

Thenincident made Rose at least prejudiced if not vindictive. If he is one of those 
# interviewed it has to be as a result of an inquiry not recorded in what was provided. I’his 
is probably true of the initial FBI inquiries anyway, all of them. They had to have a 
beginning. Ho record indicates this. However, he was not a chicken raiser and his wife, if 
she is one quoted, was anti-American. She was a Canadian citizen who disliked this country 
so much she refused to take American citizenship. 




be a /// mixture of FOIA and my writings. There may be other subjects. 

Before getting into that I'm taking a break. H ere I want to suggest a possible 
motive for the FBI’s lying to the State Department and trying to cover that with the 
irrelevant, that State did riot ask the FBI to conduct an investigation of me. 

"one of this stuff could stand, any kind of scrutiny. The FBI was not about to let 
its secret records be exposed as venal, factually incorrect aid compiled without any 
basis in law, which I think was the case. 

That State was going to use the McCarran rider, which required no proceeding and was 
and was ruled to be unconstitutional, seems not to have been known to the FBI. Therefore it 
had to anticipate a formal hearing. That gave me rights to question the evidence, so- 
called. Nothing would have remained except that I was a friend of a Member of Congress , 
who enjoyed friendly relations with the White House, to which I drove him quite often, 
ind then there was factual errc-r, with ^either or both dates. I entered the Army in 12/42, 
so it is possible I had a contact with arcantonio earlier that month. 

It is even possible that it would have turned out I had met the AG who wanted these 
records and who appears to havehad difficulty getting a copy from what has been provided. 

If that was Howard McGrath, I met him through %rcantonio when McGrath was in Congress. 

1 believe the three of us lunched together once. Tojmy knowledge McGrath asked favors of 
Marcantbnio, so ^suppose the AG was subversive to ^oover and his boyos too. Likewise 
The conservative Republican leader of that period, Joe ^artin, who also was friendly with 
^arcantonio and gave him the anti-war material the Republicans feared using. I was there 
when it happened. Same for the Republican leader Wadsworth, who asked ^arcantonio to be- 
come a Republican again - and asked my wife to go to work for him after ^arcantonio 
was legislated out of Congress by a Hew York law that kept him from running on more than 
one ticket combined with a gerrymander. a e always won the three primaries at this time 
in his career. I suppose this rakes a wide assortment of other notables subversive, like 
Fiorello Lafuardia, who I also met through A ‘areantonion, 

Hoover also becomes subversive because when I was in the Amy and Marcantonioa: had 
taken my wife to dinner at Harvey’s Hoover sent them a bottle of Cherry leering. 

To this point a dozen file numbers are indicated, HQ and 70, without indiciating all 
those that are nxxsixax quoted/ or referred to. 

It is difficult not to interpret WFG's 11/2/59 report to Baltimore as a nudge about 
what kind of dangerous person it regarded me - and to do this in am manner that would not 
appear in the Bureau’s files on that litigation. 

100-551938, unrecorded, 6/1/66, has my writing on the Warren Commission under "Internal 
Security." Indications are that this particular file began with the State b usine ss. 

Rosen sent &eLoa_ch a three-page memo with a subject heading disguising that it is on 
Epstein and me. H does not mention our names. It is said to be "miscellaneous information 
concerning" the JFK assassination, another way yet of hiding records They also had info 
on Epstein in the files and this memo is to furnish it on both of us. Under me Rosen says 
_ "Big-eau files contain many references to the Weisbergs." % then mentions a State report 

p- of 4/28/47, not provided and I think also not provided by State, saying that according to 
State Senator LaFollete I was fired for leaking confidential information to the press, the Daily 
Worker, That* was not true, although It was alleged. X had no confidential information and 
A leaked nothing. LaFollette was mad at me for working with Pat Jackson, John Lewis* lob- 
byist, to have the investigation continued for a migratory—' Wsorker investigation when D&F ol— 
lette wanted to fold it to avoid political liability from industrialists. In addition, it 
was not done on my own but under the instructions of a superior and was not to a Communist 
or the Daily Worker but to a labor news agency and a reporter who was later in ONI. It 
next mentions the State matter. In this paragrpah extensive masking begins. It includes 
more than half the next page and about half of the third. 

ffext it refers to the helicopter suit, then to my 5/23/66 letter to s cover, with a 
copy of Whitewash. Here the masking includes a subjectbheading, jalght after what I say In 
#? my letter, and I believe they are withholding their comment on that. 

Under Action they say they are checking' my quotes in the book and the questions in my 
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letter, "expeditiously.’' Clearly this relates to the Laboratory examinfcons because it 
says so. Hot provided ia C., A. 75-226. but testified to evasively by Frazier on deposition. 

ihe other matter efbing looked into was the Post's long story of 5/29/66. Qpposite 
mention of this in the margin it handprinted "Oh TICKLER LIST." 

0/3/66, unclear out probably not recorded, is a 7pp memo with my 5/23 letter, from 
Rosen, to /©Loach and with the same masking caption. Even for the FBI this is a classic 
in which. false records are created, one presumes in this case for the special benefit 
01 the director, hying is par, as is misrepresentation, even with the letter that is 
misrepresented. and lied about supposedly attached. (lot listed as attachment.) Eight 

Copies are indicated. One, to Conrad, is probably what reached ^razier, as he testified 
on deposition. 




are ux uuxxets,"ne suggests live were fired. The Commission's report concludes 

three snots iere fired." 2. "He states that in testimony before the President's Commission 
evidence was not introduced as to the spectrographic analysis of a bullet and fr agmen ts. 

This is absolutely incorrect, since the testimony of a FBI Laboratory expert 
comcerming spectropaphie analyses is set forth in the Commission's report." 3. "Weisberg 
alleges the while t sic] bullet (located on Governor Connally's stretcher) has been wiped 
clean ana that the .FBI Laboratory expert has testified that the: cleansing of the bullet 
was no 1 , complete and that foreign matter remained in the grooves of the bullet. This is 
inaccurate since our Laboratory expert testified the bullet was clean ha when he received 
it ana^.hat there was no blood or tissue present." What is false is his representations, 
of whao I said and of what 1 cited, ^easier did testify as I said and as Posen actually 
comirms, that the bullet had been cleaned. He also testified to there not being enough 
residue left to interfere with his examination. 

Note on this that Rosen does not attribute this testimony to. their spectrographic 
expert, which is addressed in my letter. H e does not name either Frazier or Galla g h er. 

n my. 1. to “oover I state other than Rosen does, "In your brief discussion of the 
assassination. in the report to the Commission you say three shots were fired, of which two 
nit tne President and one the governor. Ibis does not account for the bullet that hit the 
ourhstone. on. Commerce Street. ...you told the Commission that the bullet that did not inn 
the resident struck Mm in the back - not the neck - and did not go through his body. Here 
you seem to fail to account for the well-known wound in the front of the President's neck, 
and thus, are there not five bullets...? 

n0l, ^ n S iike he says and is not putting it on the Commission but on Ms own 

report, GDI. 

^ n0t Say tna/fc llin testimon y before the President’s Somrsission evidence was 
not introduced as to the spectrographic analyses,” so he can say "This is absolutely incor- 
rect. What 1 saia is ....brazier did not offer into evidence the spectrograpMc analysis..." 
add tnat the Archives had told me "this analysis is not included" in the Warren Commission 
records ’but is in the possession of the FBI. I call upon you to make it immediately 
available, dot at all the same as he represents. 

Gn 3 he says the magic bullet was "located on Governor Go-rally's stretcher. " ?MLs 
is not In any of the versions. It also is false. But I’ll get to Ms misrepresentations of 
the. cleansing, probably, later. Here i§ should suffice that I did not say other than he 
claims is true aoout the cleansing, "...when the whole bullet was received by the FBI it had 
been wiped clean. He does not reveal any interest in this unusual destruction of evid~4.» 
he meaning brazier. Also, Ms testimony does not show any FBI interest in learning what 
the nature of tne residue/ Was." & 

, He sa ys "Weisberg formed Ms opinions after reading the FBI reports to the Presi- 
dents Commission dated 12/9/63 and 1/13/64." Hds is hardly all and the first is the CD1 
1 cited to ■•-oover. but my opa/ions, as he calls them come from much more. 
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what he f ©presents as fact and as what 1 said. 

PP. 5©9 are headed "Details." 

He goes into my accurate quoting of their GDI report and its saying that two bullets 
hit JFK, one C'onnally, in the sense ox what the other FBI reports say, the ^onnally bul- 
. let not hitting Kennedy* ^e then says "He reads into this comment that this report did not 
account for the bullet that hit the curbstone and that the bullet that did not kill the 
President . struek him in the back, not the neck, and did not go through the body*” and 
that there was no accounting of the front neck wound in GDI. 

He says this is "thoroughly covered by separate memorandum as it relates to "the Post 
story. This separate memorandum is not attached and does not follow immediately. I did not 
"read" anything into the FBI GDI report and I quote it faithfully. He does not make even 
pro forma representation to the contrary* Instead he slides into the other and missing memo, 
which cannot refute what 1 wrote E 0 over and has nothing to do with the Post article. 

He then misrepresents again on Ho. 2, saying I said that Easier did not introduce 
evidence "as to the spectrographic analysis." What 1 said /// is that the analysis itself 
is not in evidence and not in the Commission's files* 

lfex$ he contradicts himself on the wiping clean of the bullet, which 1 did not at- 
tribute to the FBI at all. Quite the opposite. First he says of the cleansed Bullet "This 
is not true," followed immediately with * raster's testimony that "the bullet was clean 
when he received it," He then instead of refuting me adds to my letter on this, no omission 
in this quote, "and that no blood or tissue which would interfere with the firearms exam- 
ination was present." Exactly wiiat I wrote Ho 0 v er and in the book. Here he confirms me while 
pretending the opposite. 

He gets carried away and opens the next paragraph with "The bullets, one from Gover- 
nor Connally's stretcher..." and never gets around to any other of these "bullets." 

Next he says they cannot make "positive identification." Be never says they could not 
make negative identification. 

He says a separate memorandum on me is attached. It is not* 

"Weisberg’s book has been reviewed." % copy provided. Repeated on p. 5. has direct 
quotes which show he was quoting from something written. 

They make unsupported and unsupportable accusations and thus decide not to respond. 

Next is the 9/8/66 1T0P letter to the FBI not by WTOP but by one who took it from 
their bulletin board and mailed it and a press release, it would seem. The letter is a 
form from which the name and title are obliterated, ^rom a general mailing! There is no 
file indicated. Where it says an unrecorded copy is filed after "IN" there is nothing. But 
this is in at least one other file, from which no copy was provided. 

The 9/13/66 M. A. Jones to Mr* Wick is from 100-351938 and is Serial 9. As above with 
the whiting out of where an unrecorded copy is filed. 

He attributes no error to me except by another fabrication: "Weisberg commented that 
i ' i r. ^oover during his testimony" was asked "'Why didn't the assassin shoot, prior to the 
car turning to the left, off Houston Street?' Weisberg commented that “r. ^oover answered 
this by saying: 'There was a_tree in the way'; however, according to Weisberg there are 
no trees on Houston Street." x recisely accurate. Now turn the page, which then begins 
"Weisberg is completely off base on this point. 1 ? He gets me"off base"by getting off of 
houston Street. "The motorcade as it burned off of Houston Street entered the park and 
from the window of the bookstore trees did block the view of the motorcade prior to iha 
entering the park. The Director's testimony is accurate." like in Sieg Heil! Off of louston 
°treet, and by an unmentioned considerable distance, after "the motorcade turned let" is 
not the same as on ouston Street and approaching the building. There is no tree on Houston 
and he does not say otherwise. Quite a convultion to make the wrong Director right. 

Not recorded in 100-351938 but NT 66-3475 and Serial 4151 in another illegible file 
is the NX 7/20/66 with two captions, me and "Cooperation with the news media, WNBW-TV" 

It seems that on 7/13/66 someone whose name is obliterated with the Alan Burke show 
advised of my being taped the next day, for airing on 7/23, and asked for information to 
"refute WEISBERG* s book." (l had no idea they'd done this, too. They had four lawyers in 




the audience, provided by iri a:rk hane's publisher-to-be, that book not being out yet. 

The FBi furnished them material and made arrangements to hear "the audio portion"^ 
on 7/19. They did and report in part. Some sounds unfamiliar and I do not t hink I said it. 
Tike Oswald "involved in assignments with the FBI." 

There is a mark in the margin where I am quoted as saying "he did not hold the FBI 
responsible for the Commission’s report..." And that the Commission staff did the job. 

V endorsement of the reputation of the members is marked also. 1% comment is added here. 

They also note my mention of the serious problems faced by the government at the 
time of the assassination and include some of what I have always said. 

By and large although it passes no comment it presents what /anyone outside the FBI 
would, accept as a balanced view that sought to be fair to botl^/the FBI and the members 
of the commission and the government in general. 

Two related non-recordeds of 11/3 and 1 l/s/66 in 100-551938, the first also Serial 
534 (maybe 539) in another file from which no copy is provided. The first obliterates the 
name of Courtlandt Cunningham, as is clear from the initials CC at the bottom of the 
Jevons memo and as I knew from standing nest to “arion ^ohnson when he phoned to try to 
locate the reports on the spectrography on 11/3/66. This report is less than faithful in 
tnat johnson told me that Cunii3,ngiiam tola him exactly what the FBI nas since claimed, it 
was the II/23/63 letter to gurry that is the report on the spectroscopy. 

Instead of addressing the question they then, at the lab gleg level , go into my 
alleged ^ommiinist connections. The recommendation is that Johnson be told by phone that 
"the FEI^canniat be of assistance to ¥eisberg in this matted'.’ 

This memo reached Hoover, who added an illegible note. It is typed out in the second 
of these Jevons to Conrad memos, "0.2.1 assume we have given all the exhibits & evidence to 
the Archives as previosuly directed by the A.G." It turns out they obfuscate on this and in 
Tact | had not transferred what they use to obfuscate. This is the pretense that all that 
had not been turned over is a Its few items like the rifle. When this was done, ll/s, 
the second memo was written. The day of transfer, that is. 

Unrecorded of 11/8/66 is Hoover’s covering letter to Marvin Watson at the White louse 
on authors of books on the JFK assassination. It also is Serial 4250 in another file that 
may be 62-109 . It masks the other six names, had seven attachments, one on each of us. 

The attachment, also of no 100-351938 Serial, is the same Serial of the 62 file, “are 
the last two numbers appear to be 60, It appears to be a six-digit number. The attachment 
appears to be a rewrite on an earlier memo. It is a page and a half long. Almost half is 
obliterated. 

It has he farming almost three years after the farm was liquidated.lt has the wrong 
dates for my employment by the Senate and the same false account of my being fired there, 
followed by the same State stony of which most of the paragraph is masked. It has the same 
fabrication about me celebrating the Russian revolution. It concludes by identifying two 
withheld files, 62-109060 and 1-40-7536-3. To this point no records from those files. 

12/15/ 66 memo from SAC , SP , again has their reports on me directed to "Cr ime -decords 
Section." It relates to my appearance re Whitewash II on the Dunbar KGO TV show. 

The 12/15/66 Montgomery County Sentinel story on me, 1 00-351 938-A, is also stamped as 
OUGIKAL FILED IK followed by /// 62-109060 -A. 

12/21/66 letter to Helen Gandy from 100-351938 not recorded is also ORIGINAL FILED IN 
what looks like to can be 1 -6086-27. However , 1 files are Training Schools. This writer, 
whose name is masked, says that Mort "Sol" has announced he is collaborating with me on 
a book, news to me* 



Not recorded of 1/6/67 in 100-351938 from Dallas to Director reports a Zapruder 
phone call to an agent who had been in Dallas and had been reassigned to Birmingham. His 
name is obliterated. The content of the Airtel relates to a report by SA Robert**!. Barrett. 
This is also in another file, illegible, with what appears to be Serial 9385. Shaneyfelt’s 

is one of the names written onto this copy. This bears the SPG initials of Robert P. Gember- 
Ixng. It appears that Zapruder was concerned about the NTTimes accurate reporting ox my mDer 
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fac simi le reproduction (iCtl p. 184) of what Barrett represented as an interview with 
Zapruder 1 2 / 4 / 63 , Zapruder also did not regard a mere conversation as a formal FBI inter- 
' view. In the Gemberling retreading of wh a t Zapruder said it is that I took it all out of 
context and Zapruder knew nothing about his own camera, 

Barrett reported that Zapruder had told him the camera was set and running at 24 
frames per second. The reconstructions was at 18 xps. Slothing in Gemoerlmg s report 

disputes this, \ 

At the time I wrote W II the Zapruder camera was not in the Archives. In Photographic 

Whitewash I reprint the reports and records on the naste with which it was rushea there 
once what I was doing in W II was known, as it was known despite the absence of records 
here provided. At the time of the Barrett report, which states it, the camera was in the 
hands of the government, 

¥hat I then had no way of knowing is that the camera has no 24 fps setting. The FBI did, 
Barrettwas wrong, I merely repeated what the FBI had said, ^his, especially in facsimile, 
is hardly twisting or taking out of context.. As a matter of fact there is no correction ox 
this FBI error I have ever seen in the relevant Commission files. Gemberling treats it as 
accurate in this report, not an error, 

H e says that /Zapruder "did not recall stating that the camera was set to take pictures 
at 24 frames per second," not that Zapruder told him it was impossible o_ The pretense that 
the FBI never errs is exaggerated with ^emberling* s reporting that the -°arret report's first 
llllfile ended, it all: "After reading the. sentence contained in the first paragraph of Mr / 
ZAEKOBER's FD 302 (Mr. ZSs yet! which reads as follows,' The camera was set to take normal 
speed movie or 24 frames per second' , Mr. Zapruder commented that he did not recall exactly 
at what speed the camera was set and that this sentence had been taken by HAROLD WEISBEEG 
out of context in that ZAERLDER meant by these words that he did not know at what speed 
the camera was set but that it was set at either normal speed, which would-be 18 frames 
ner second or 24 frames per second," Zapruder certainly knew his camera had no 24 fps setting, 
as hy this time Gemberling and the rest of the FBI should have, 

Ge^erling even follows by claiming Zapruder later said "he was completely satisfied 
that this statement was correct.,," 

Orwell did not end his FBI career with the FBI's remaking of ^ealey Plaza to fund uhat 
the trees on Alms Street were actually on Houston Street, which had no trees, simply 
because H oover had said they were on Houston Street. 

The reason for the report, it says, is "in the event inquiries are received with 
respect to the book 'Whitewash Ho, 2* bij, HAROLD WilSBBRG. " 

Two memos relating to what I wrote about Shaneyfelt follow 0 The first is not recorded 
of 100-354938, 1/26/67 (another file incomprehensible), the second of 1/31/67, where the 
serial of another file can be made out. T-fc is 4473. The first .aas a handweitxen note that 
is not clear but seems to read "Enclosure retained by SA Shaneyfelt." The memo says 
"Enclosure" at the bottom, but there is no enclosure*. Here id also records in typing 62- 
109060, which may mean that the Serial 4473 is of that file. Of the 10 notations of xxling, 
in typing, this 109Q60 file is the 10th. One other is "Mr. Casper (Legal Research Desk}." 

This one begins with still another extension of my alleged past, that was fired by 
both the Senate and State "because of suspicion of being a £ communist or having communist 
synpathies." This is followed by direct quotation /// from the hook. In /// no case is there 
correction of any alleged error. Instead it makes a couple of conjectural interpretations 
and follows with "All of these allegations are, of course, completely false." In fact I was 
correct in saying Shaneyfelt was the photographic expert, that the pictures were edited and 
that the key frames are missing from the original Zapruder film. To make pretense to fcther 
than $act, that Shaheyfelt provided the Commission’s stillsfrcm the LIFE originals with 
numbers and then made black-and-white copies of them in each case numbering past the mis- 
sing frames grid misnumbering one, there is the typical FBI semantics, quoted without omis- 
sion from the quote above: "(Life Magazine nas recently admitted having spliced the original 
Zapruder film and cut out four frames.) These frames were not missing from the FBI copy of 
the film" then, without omission, the utterly irrelevant," and were considered in all 

evaluations by the Laboratory and" the Commission staff. q , 

A few denials that follow are 01 like character, such as that ^naneyxelt did not 




edit, doctor or mutilate any evidence," HOT quoted from me. The book is accurate, as their 
own admission, ox the missing frames attests* The other cases I recall are the 3rd Altgens 
pictures, of which the FBI and Shaneyefelt did not bother to get the original - it took me 
long effort but 1 did and published it in this book for the first time - and Willis pictures* 
There is also the wrong picture of ^ovelady’s shirt, the face ’’edited'* out of the agent 
holding the rifle in that "re-encactment" and even using the wrong camera in the crime 
re-enactment, to which Shaneyfelt testified himself. He also testified that the re- 
enactment was a third off, that much in error the way he did it® on film. 

W.B»Griffith, in writing this to Conrad, says "The allegations of Weisberg would appear 
to be libelous of both the Bureau and SA Shaneyfelt." They consider that to"discourage 
and stop" me and others "the Uureau may wish to explore the feasibility of having a libel 
actichn brought®; against Weisberg in Shaneyfelt' s name," followed by factors fo be considered. 

Whether a truth defense would prevail is not among those listed. 

J1 • i Jis is not the same version as Shaneyfelt gave us on deposition. % swore that it was 

his idea and that he on his own initiative took it up with FB<) Legal Counsel, ^his says they 
were considering using him as a front. 

As you know, this year I waived the statute to entice Shaneyefelt to sue. ge has not 
responded after months. 1 also waived it to Emil Moschella of the Office of Legal Counsel. 

While the attachment to tins memo is missing, this is said to be attached to the next, 
J.J. Casper to Mr. Mo hr, 1/31/67. 

It says the Legal Research unit "concludes the statements are libelous and that 
SA Shaneyfelt lias a cause of action." 

Their copout is that Shaneyfelt is a"public employee who has come to 
some public attention" from his work. Thus they would lose under Hew York Times, Inc* v 
Sullivan. (A copy of this was routed to Shaneyfelt and others. 

Here what is to be. taken as my first request under FOIA appears. It is of 1970 and 
JL is for clear prints of FBI Ex. 60 and is relevant in 75-226 because- Hoover did not respond. 

There are omissions in addition to those indicated. For example , the matter of recover- 
# ing the Zapruder camera and Hoover’s press release I could not get for years and had to 

use FOIA to get, the one of about 1 1 / 24/ 66 responding to some of the content of WW II which 
I had not used in public and of which as of that date not even the printer had a copy. 

# Tgis cannot be all of the records on me, on me and my books to this date. I have 

others, obtained from other sources, like ISA and State and I think maybe CIA. 



However, I am sure there will be more on me and my writing 
remains, most by volume. 



and speaking in what 



There are two more pages to the ///// Casper-^ohr memo that were out of sequence. In 
further citations of law (Rosenblatt v Baer )they"believe clearly indicates that SA Shaney- 
felt is not a ’public official’ for purposes of a suit for libel and slander." He also "is 
not held to stricter standards of proof" that apply to; such officials. 

They conclude with "several policy considerations which are not within the province 
of the legal Research a nit" but they mention as considerations for a Shaneyfelt suit. These 
relate to his credibility as a witness, stopping me ("the danger seems considerable if he 
is not stopped now") , the longMkhey wait the less they can collect and maybe I’ve done this 
all on purpose, to invite a suit they think I’d lose "to obtain publicity and sales for 
his book," The last p§ge now is numbered three. 

FOIA : MI 5/16/70 FOIA request on the proper BJ form, for the FBI Ex. 60 pictures, 

# is filed without any filed indication or attachment. If this is all there is no way a 
file clerk would have known where to file it. The obvious explanation is that other records 
were withheld. It is followed by one of my two letters of that day. This one includes a 

JL # request on the "missle" that figures in C. A. 75-226. |[y check was cashed, was attached in 
both cases. The other request anjd letter are not here. The file seems to be 100-351937, the 

# Serial, 17, is clear. There is at least a second page to my letter, also not here. 

What I am assuming is page 4 of the Casper So Mofcjr memo is next. I’m adding it to 
that. It includes a note with what may be Mohr’s initials, "Suggest we leave it up to 
Shaneyfelt as to whether or not he(?) should sue. 2/l/67.) With the costs to be bv the 
FBI he opted not to sue. 




2/7/67 100-351938 lot 2e¥cM§diffith to Conrad, These guys talk big ins secret. 

The only reason Shaneyfelt deoiled not to sue is he “has no desire to obtain a financial 
advantage therefrom.” his is the identical reason, no doubt, that he sought to bill me 
in addition to the witness fees for his testimony when it was ordered by the federal 
court of appeals. And why he demanded expert fees in advance, etc. 

2/21/67, 100-351938 Not Recorded D. J .Brennan to W.C. Sullivan, Malcolm Kilduff phoned 
Secre t> S srte-ce according to this- to say tnat i. confirmed reports comong out 1 "ox Mew Orleans 
and offered to let him see what ^ have.The Bureau and Secret Service declined ELlduff's 
offer to provide what he could get from me. The purpose of my call was entirely different. 

_t was to warn him against what the Manchester book was certain to mean - and did mean. 

He told me he would do something, that he would be in Mew York the following week and 
nobody would know it and that if I wanted to reach him he'd be at the Pierre. That is 
when the Kennedy detach^ment from Manchester's book began. 

5/5/ 67 Mot Recorded, no file number visible, wire service account of Bringuier's 
phoney suit against me and Saga. It will be interesting to see if they report the fri- 
volity being thrown out of court of Bringuier's connection with CIA, both’ later in the news. 



7/10/67 possibly 100-351938, Se^fil c//// clearer but not certainly 11 mv request for 
the H/25/66r:press release. 7/13/67 D.C. Morrell wrote Hr, Wick about this. Whatever the 
xile this seems to be Serial 12<> He had a long memory of he consulted many records because 
he came up with the identical earlier description of Whitewash, "vitriolic and diabolical." 
He rehashed the old garbage and recommended that the request be ignored. The published 
press release they would not provide is attached. 

H/lO/67 W . A. Branxgan^to ¥ . C . Sullivan , 100—351938. It deprecates an article 1 had 
written for DPI, taking one-tMn g from it and misrepresenting,±ha±x Examples: It refers 
to %na filer's testimony only instead of what the article said, that he asked neither 
her nor her husband about what he had, quoting from the article rather than the book in 
which i i/ appears in facsimile, 'This document? , says that when Teofil Heller 'checked with 
Jxe x BI . o • 1 <ney told him tnav Oswald, was all right." The citation in the story is "the 
official report of Detectives P.A.Hellinghausen and P.M.Parks dated *eb. 17,1964.” The 
facsimile is in W II p. 50. These people are utterly shameless. Sven with the story 
attached they deliberately misrepresent it. They eertainkhad to accept total acceptance 
of total dishonesty. 

His 2 does not contest or address what I said, even as he quotes it, that the PBI did 
not tell the Commission Banister was formerly PBI or that it was the same address as that 
used by a CIA anti-Castro outfit, % avoids giving the second address of the b uilding as 
one and the same building, avoids the CIA part and says that they had told the Commission 
an anti- u astro group had been there. But never that it was the same building, either* He 
goes into this on admitting it only fo pretend to deny. He admits it was a comer 

building anci .ney gave the different streets without saying it was the same or a comer 
building. % also claims falsely there was no reason to "furnish the Warren Commission 
background ciata on Bains t>er*‘ They did on all others. And Banister was deeply involved 
in the same anti-Castro activity. Perry, whl is in the Warren testimony and records, worked 
for Banister and out of that same office* 



In 4 he mixes two separate items so clearly I do not have to consult what 1 wrote. The 
first is an unnamed witness threatened by an PBI agent* ~t is Orestes r ena and he told the 
Warren Commission about it, not Rust me. Be took a lawyer and went to the PBI office to 
complain. ‘ A his is in his testimony. The second is the PBI cropping a picture of the 6th flow 
window to eliminate the timing of the motorcade on the street below, ^his is PBI Ex. 29. It 
is in P¥. I think it was from the Hughes film. He says instead that "We did, of course, * 
locate individuals who did see Okwald or his gun in the window jin question at the time the 
Presidential motorcade passed this building." False, as the Warren Report shows. 

A note at the bottom, partly legible, may be Hoover's, says "^uggest letter to" and the 
rest is obliterated. 

In addition to all the top PBI Brass who received copies on the typed distribution list 
xhey also sen. these lxes to the acting AG,Deputy AG, -Acting Asst AG Cordley? AAC- Vinson Jr. 




sn£ MS leagley. “inson was Criminal, leagley Internal Security. 

How was any one of these to know the truth? How defamatory- in secrecy, 

12/11/67 is W.A.Branigan to W.C. Sullivan, 100-352938 Unrecorded. Like others it has 
a security classification. This one is eonfidential. Earlier ones secret. This relates to 
me on the Joe Tyne show as aired in DC 12/10/67. There is the usual// red-hinting reference 
at the outset. 

The first allegation attributed to me is false. I have always said the opposite. a e 
says I said people in high position in the government know who killed JFK. 

Hext, masking her name, he goes into the %io story, calling her a mental case. And 
the same non sequetur the Commission opted in the last minute, that the man identified as 
Oswald could not have been Oswald because the real Oswald was en route to Mexico. That 
is the beginning of an investigation, not the end. He says her allegations were "completely 
investigated" and the fact is they did not do so until the Report was done and then had. 
to/? rush it after being directed to do so by the Commission. Their report reached the 
Commission offices the night the presses rolled on the ^eport. The time and the results 
are in W II. 

He then misrepresents the 'time of the Altgens picture and says it is Lovelady. n ere 
they mask the name of a man whose testimony on this is published. Interestingly they 
disclose what 'they have not provided, that Lovelady hag given them a statement. They 
call it "clarifying". The FBI gave the Commission a shirt it said Lovelady was wearing 
at the time of the crime. This was false, ri e was wearing an entirely different shirt, 
described as the last thing in W, 

He disputes my saying that u swald had a higher clearance than the available records 
show. He calls this "absolutely false." The testimony of Oswald's commissioned office 
superior and others in the outfit is that he had to gave at least a secret clearance. 

I do not recall seeing this in any FBI record. They say he needed clearance for "train- 
ing documents and the like." ^e was a radar operator and possesed all the secret codes. 

They arj/fgu e about Oswald's political beliefs. : 

They conclude by saying they have "previously furnished data concerning Weisberg' s 
scurrilous background to the ®hite House and the Attorney General." 

11/20/67, 100-351938 no Serial and 62-109010, Director to AG, initials EEL, those of 
E.E.Lenihan, one of 7 typed at top. It begins with a longer repetition of the red-baiting. 

He then says he is addressing my misrepresentations about the FBI in Oswald in Hew Orleanys. 
First is the ma Meller story , with the same misrepresentations as above. And that is 
from Whitewash II, not Oswald in Hew Orleans. Then the same stuff on Banister as above. 

Next, as above, the T ena s tory and that of the Exhibit 29 This went also to s a$dley, Vinson 
and leagley, . Eardley was then in Civil. 

IO/3/68, apparently 100-351938 Hot Recorded. Rosen to DeLoach, on my 9/22/68 WAVA 
broadcast he says "obviously" was to promote an unpublished book. The same kind of impos- 
sible statements are attributed to me, like the CIA killed JFK,, I have never said any 
such thing. He says "these tapes will be filed for permanent retention." Hot provided. 

There just is no way to undo this kind of internal malice. 

w n 9/22 Rosen wrote DeLoach that I had made the broadcast. Here it says only 
"pertinent portions" were taped, ipw could they know in advance what was pertinent? 

Sounds like aformulajfj for editing the tapes. 

4/l/69 G.E.Malmfeldt to Bishop on my FgEA of 3/24 recommends it be ignored because 
they don' t like as me and because of ather allegations that are not truthful. Ho file 
number is visible on this. On my two letters that follow, 3/12/69 and 3/24/69 it appears 
these are from IOO-351938, Serials 15 and perhaps 19. I i4 the first 1 repeat that I had 
been told that FBI agents were going around telling people I am a dangerous person. Well, 
these files certainly would provide a basis for that! I asked Mitchell’s assurances that 
I had been misinformed. Malmfeldt is less than faithful in saying that the accusations 
were denied by the Department under date of 3/26/69. The letter over Mitchell's signature 

that I received said such conduct would be wrong and he was referring my complaint to Hoover. 
Who never answered. 




They deny having helped '/Clay Blair, hut they "did look over his rough manuscript 
and several major discrepancies regarding us were pointed out to him*" 

Belcher’s 3/26/69 is 100-351938 Serial 15. It fails to respond to my FOIA request 
and has ^cover's note at the end showing he wad at least, aware of the Ray request* 

In the course of obliterating material from the Rosen to Deloach memo of 10/20/69, 
the one we used in C.A. 75-1 996 to show that it had been ordered that iay Ring requests 

be ignored, the file numbers are missing. Also missing is the fact that this was filed 

under Murkin, the main king assassination file. Here the memo has two pages, I recall 
only one in the Murkin file. It is quite false and I've sent the RBI my records that prove 

it says the opposite of the warning I gave the FBI that it was going to be assailed. They 

twisted this into me conspiring with J.B. Stoner to defame the FBI, I also never asked for 
the interview with the lawyer as this alleges. The two enclosures indicated are not here, 
DJ had indicted some men for planning an invasion of Haiti, I had interviewed several 
who were planning such a job, I offered my files to criminal division. They called me back 
and asked me to go to see Internal Security, which I~aid. That the Haiti business was my 
purpose is established by their letter sending me a copy of the indictment# 

The date of ^eagley’s memc^ to Director was covered over in xeroxing, Ibis memo makes 
the whole deal more interesting, as in haste I had not noticed in checking my files. -H 
places the date as "une 13> not the October date of these memos. 



4/27/70 Ruckelshaus (Wm. D.) then AAG, Civil Division, notified S oover 1 had filed 
C.A. 71 8-70. attached a memo listing the public records 1 sought. He asked the FBI if 
it wanted to resist, SJM of General investigative Division wrote a short memo describes 
the records as xxagfcfc used in extradition. Recommendation that they interpose no objection 
but refer matter to °ivil Rights division is OK H. The files numbers are visible only on 
the memo listing what is sought in the suit, ffiiat is 100-351938-16 

BJM of Gen, Inv. Div* sent a memo to Civil Bights 4-/30/70 leaving it up to them, 100- 
351938-16. The note at the bottom includes ["It is felt that we have no basis to object." 

100-351938-17 is Kleindienst* s note to Director of 5/19/70 forwarding five of my 
1 k±±exxxe£ requests on DJ FOIA forms and two letters explaining them. They also include 
xeroxes of my checks, Thelast page on one letter only is here. 

There is acopy of what long remained withheld, the FBI's receipt to the Navy 
hospital for "a missle" removecl from JFK, 



5/28/70 Director wrote to HLeindienst on my requests, 7 pp. , 351938-17. It also begins 
with the poison. 

Cn spectro "it is our considered opinion that the results of the spectrographic tests 
are adequately shown in the report of the ¥arren Commission (Volume 5, Pages 67,69,73 and 
74)*it is specifically set forth that the metal fragments were anslyzed spectrographically 
and were founf to be similar in composition." (if similar meant anything this is limited 
to the fragments only, not the entire request. 

They do not say they have no reports. Instead they go into the raw-data line*No time 
for other notes. 

Serial 18 if Kleindienst 1 s 6/22/70 to Hoover, re my attached letter of 6/19/70. 

Mext is ELeindinest's earlier letter ot me, 6/l2, based on 5/28 above. 

Serial 18, same subject, Director to KiMndienst, 7/l/70. 

6/24/70 re 718-70, T.l. Bishop to BeLoach. Bottom first page says Jerris Leonard is 
the one who in a letter not provided objected to the release of the public information. 
Decision to see to it I would not make a "profit" was BJ's. Hoover note end p. 2 illegible. 

6/25/70 lot Recorded Bishop-DeLoach gives Hoover's note on 6/24: "Did you get a written 
instruction from the Dept confirming conversation Ring had with you? H" (King in DJ PR office.) 

8/13/70 Ruckelshaus (by Jeffry Axelrad) to Hoover, not recorded, on C.A. 2301-70, Orig. 
complaint filed in 62-109060-6958. (Nothing from that Serial provided.) He goes into what 
became the M.E. Williams affidavit. Note at bottom and next record refer to Memo of M.E. 
Williams 8/19/70. I fot pro vided, \^C 




Next is Director to AAG, 0^1,^8/20/70 in response. It gives the DJ file number as 

# 14-5-12-1449. Shis is FBI 62-109060. ft begins with a food description of spectrography. 

C n page 2 they obliterate the name of the special agent of personal knowledge. Also 
repeats they did not comply deliberately. Then the red-baiting agin, this time referring 
to the Hoover 11/20/67 letter to the AG- and referring to paragr^hs numbered 15-19. I 

# recall no . such record being provided. This , also means that DJ has records not provided. 

An unsigned copy of the 'williams affidavit is also attached. 

• 7 - w ‘ 

Williams 8/19/70 to onrad, an illegible 100 file* Not eeorded* 

On page 2 he says wh£t I have been saying all along: " . . spectrographic analyses 
of material such as bullet material permit/ a compositional comparison of the different 
samples and thus an indication as to whether such samples may have originated from the 
same or different bullets. 11 

He recommended denial. At the bottom, among other initials, "OK H" 

Personal files- note- to here they seem to have avoided any mention of Photographic Whitewash. 

‘I' hq t, is the first book to reproduce FBI records extensively. 

JL 9/l/70 100-351958-19(?) Axelrad' s concoction of a law enforcement purpose in the 

spectro case and the JFK case when there was no federal jurisdiction, for Ruckelshaus' 
signature, from DJ file 145-12-1449. 

Not Recorded 351938 my 12.2.70 offer of the planted bullet Emory Brown found in 
Dealey Plaza. On December 10 Director (file 62-109060) directed Baltimore to learn all 
about it and my "letter to the Bureau acknowledged." I believe it never was bjcfc the local 
resident did come here and did return the bullet later. However, this should indicate 

# Baltimore and Dallas files on me not provided* 

100-351 938-21 X, L. Patrick Gray to Thomas A. Flannery shows Flannery was in on if 
JL not in charge of USA's PQIA cases. 

100-351938-21 (jt 20 lined through) Civil sends Hoover Supplement to lotion to Dismiss. 

100-351938- maybe 25, unclear. Director to DAG returning my letter asking for the 
sworn medical statements of the panel doctors. FBI knows of statements but not sworn ones. 
Attachments contains usual red-baiting and has me a "Frederick, Maryland poultry farmer." 

JL- 75 100-351938-22 is the Burke Marshall 1/16/69 statement on the 1968 panel review. x t is also 

226? marked "see 62-109060 Yol. 166 Serial 6686 and end behind file." My 1 2/2+/70 and Klein- 
dienst's 12/21/70 to Director are 100-351938-23 

# IOO-35I938, no legible serials, and 62-81830-116 relate to my FOIA request for films 
of Doyle, iA artin, WDSU, Powell. FBI deceives in withholding that it duplicated in returning 
films". M ar tin told me he did not get his original but an edited copy back. The FBI kept a 
print of the Powell film and made it available to another. I have not yet received it. They 
do admit they did not give the Commission copies, did not even tell it about the Martin 
film, which they admit shows a! group of Cubans with Oswald. It is in fact a movie" of the 
S/9/63 arrest, which was of great interest to the Commjssion J 'and is A subject of the Report. 
Boyle Sr. , Martin and ffiSTJ* s then Ed Planer plus Jesse Gore all told me that they received 
back edited film, this my request for footage X already have from copies. 

100-351938-24 is Gray to Hoover enclosing order favorable to govt in 23011 

Not Recorded in 100-351938 and Serial 25 are the distorted and not complied with 
request I made for lists of what they declassified. HAS (Schutz?) for Director makes out 
I am asking them to do research and is a refusal. There is the usual red-baiting in this 
1/28/71, in answer to Kjeindi east's l/l2, % l/4, after explanations , is explicit in asking 
JL for "the lists of what your Department has released."Director Sent Dallas a copy for its 

# file 100-1 O46I, from which nothing has been provided. 

# 100-351938 Not Recorded 2/2/7I Rosen to Sullivan (original filed in illegible file) 
Reports with obvious falsity that I am writing a book blaming the JFK assassination on the 

# FBI, attributing this to someone in LA whose name is masked. The report from LA is not here. 
Also impossibly, I am to have said 1 received this information from a high Secret Service 




official, Shis provides a further basis for further defamations, this time extending to 
"Weisberg has associated himself with Communist arty members." 

Comment : From the transcripts they have of what - have from the first said they know I have never 
said and never believed this or anything like it. Their first record I remember is of a 
1966 appearance on the Alan Burke show, where I said the opposite, I have always said the 
opposite and always believed the opposite. This is but another example of the irreparable 
harm these evil people do with their g fabrications so widespread in secret and on high 
levels, where nobody else has any way of knowing what they are doing or its consequences. 
Moreover, as ox the date of this monstrosity I had not been in LA or near it since ejection 
day 1968<, So nobody there spoke to me, either. See below, 62-109060, 1/2/72. 

FOIA My 3/4/71 request for pictures of damaged areas of JFK's clothes, with check and letter, 

Heindienst's 3/16 to Director, ¥.D. Griffith 1 s 3/22/71 to Mr. Conrad, from 100-351938 file, 
no legible serial. Mo notes added to my DJ-118 form. Among those added to the Kleindienst 
letter are a memo of 3/23 with attachments, not here and some xeroxes, also not here* There 
is the usual long and irrelevant diatribe ending, after comment on the irrelevant 2301 
case, with a recommendation to refuse to provide the pictures, "OX E." 

# 62-109060, LA 89-75 (nothing provided from this B.O.file) more on my alleged bock 
allegedly blaming the FBI for hilling JFK. Here the masked name has seven letters and it 
is someone who told him or her. “ere the alleged name of the Secret Service official is 

* masked along with other material. There was never a time when I asked the Secret Service 
for any information about the FBI, never any relationship with any Secret Service official 
except under my FOIA requests, which included nothing that could possibly be distorted 
into this infamy. 

100-351938 1 2 / 1 s/73 Legal Counsel to Director reporting their Victoria 2301 en banc 
appeal* Here and elsewhere there are repeated and falss references to my demand for access 
to raw data, investigatory files that were immune, etc. It becomes a form of internal 
propaganda. Serial 28 is WFO's memo, also 66-M1W (p) in WO, f orwarding my petition cert* 

# 3/l 8/74 WO 66-5262 says petition cert still under consideration. (May also be 351- 

938-29). Legal Counsel to Mr. %ller 5/15/74 on denial cert 5/l3» Says amended act, pending, 
will not bother then but they are bound by 1 5-ywar releases in historical researchers cases 
under Attorney General Order 528-73* 

2/7/75 Susan Hauser memo to FBI-FOIA Unit says to haniLe something under FOIA pro- 
# cedures. Ho thing attached or referred to. She also says "1 have what I think is the entire 
■‘Wold Weisberg file from 1969 to present* If you need some materials from that file let 

JL me know." Much is missing here* Perhaps she still has it? 

100-351938-31? Zwerdling's non-responsive, self-serving to me of 7/26 

JL's 1/29/75 to Acting AG Silbezman about FBI intrusions into my life. Ho suggestion 
# how it got into FBI files or any answer to Silberman or other. However, what has just been 
provided, does bear on JL' s request and what I d reported that remains without answer* This 
has 43966 written at bottom, it may be 351938-34 but unclear. THB's 2/27/75 for Kelley's 
signature is 100-351938-32? or 7?« It is evasive and from this file deliberately false. 

It limits denial to "no information to indicate your client, ^r* Weisberg, has been the sub- 
ject of FBI surveillance." ^his does not say 1 have not been surveilled, not picked up 
on surveillance of others., etc. It may also be limited to HO files, which are incomplete* 

My appearances, for example, were surveilled. He also says "These records further do not 
disclose any reference to dissemination by us concerning him or his criticisms of the War- 
ren Commission along the lines you indicate in your letter," One of JL's questions uses 9 these 
words "I also ask that you specifically state whether or not the FBI provided Congressman 
Bcgggs or any other person (emph added) with materials or information on or about Mr. 
Weisberg." Also on reports "that the FBI was defaming him." I guess from this that the 
Assistant to the -^resident, mafvin Watson, as number of Attorneys ^eneral and others under 
them are not persons because these files abound in providing them "materials or informa- 
tion" about me and it could hardly be more defamatory. Gr false and deceptive. The note 












lliis 




typed at the bottom limits "review" to "main files and all references since 1963.” ¥e did 
not limit either to whatever is "main files” or since 1963, althou^imy initial letter does 
not indicate anything hut relatively current. There is the escape from lying in the use 
ojf "along the lines he makes reference to.” They’ll interpret this any way they want* But 
the fact is that this material provided shows wide dissemination of the false and defamatory, 
persistently. 

3/6/75 IB’s letter accepting their invitation to a conference and asking that the 
conference he recorded. 

Irving Jaffe’s May / /(by Axelrad) to Kelley on complaint in 75-226. The records he 
asks for relate to my requests and are not provided. These include all records of any 
contact, including verbal, relating in any way to the request, -diis goes way back, of course. 

The DJ file is 145-12-2317. If there had been a //// direct response it would indicate 
whether or not a real search was made and whether or not any records like reports do exist. 

^11 we have on this is Kilty's later affidavit* 

3/31/75 THB’s Kelley letter to J1 on delivering 17 pages of spectro material. Copies 
include to Ryan. Looks like it could be Serial 33 in 351 938. I copy directed to 62-1 1 550 'V/? ' ^ 
(FOI ESELIESjlote says both spectro and Mil. Two pp only here, masked lab worksheet on 
curbstone and drawing. What seems to be Serial 34 is Legal Counsel to Walsh memo forwarding 
$35.90 check. 

100-351-938-35 is TBB’s Kelley letter to ^esar 3/25/75 on offer of these 17 pp. Copies 
include Ryan. Hote typed at bottom refers to Legal Counsel memo to J.B.Mams of 3/25/75. 

Hot here. 

Duplicates rnf TEES’ s Kelley letter to L e sar on intrusions into my life, 2/27/75 and 
of JL’s of I/ 29/75 on this to MG Silberman. The first lias a typed diction of a copy to 
62-1 1 5530 (FOX REPLIES) . 

1 00-351 938-36X if Kelley’s 4/10/75 to JL on NAAs on f specimens. Part of initial mis- 
sssing but I wonder if THB is Thomas Bresson, whose name is lettered in on bottom? 

Copies to Ryan, Hauser and Axelrad. 



gLast 01 this first batch. 

It is impossible to believe that even HQ files do not hold more for this time period. They 
also should for the early part as well as the PQIA period. For the litigation part too much 
is not reflected. In all areas there are references to records not provided, by description, 
as attachments and by file numbers. This also represents nothing from field office files* 



Helicopter suit files are Bufile 120-5548; Balt. 
44-175-348 

61-3476 (HI FO) relates to 6?1075?10-4151 
61- 6956-71 
61-7307-89K p. 15 
61-7566-219 

61- 7587-624 

62- 39749-91 3(Stete, fixing) also 962 
62-109060 (Assassination of JFK) 

6 2-1 09030 (Warren Commission Corres.) 
62-81830-116 (Be C.A.75-226) 2317 
65-2039-14 

65- 34543-31 

66- ltSW (P) WFO 
66-5272 (P) WO 

6- -1075*10-4151 Relates to NX 61-3476 



120-198; Wash FO 120-489. Others: 

Dallas 89-43 
LA 89-75 (RUC) 

100-10461 - Balias JFK file 

100-351938 

140-7536-3 

DJI 45-1 2-1 449 ,////231 7 ( on 226 } 




